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To: Enforcement Bureau

GULF POWER COMPANY’S UNOPPOSED
REQUEST FOR AN EXTENSION OF TIME

Pursuant to 47 C.F.R. § 1.46 of the Rules of Practice and Procedure of the Federal
Communications Commission (“FCC”), Respondent Gulf Power Company (“Gulf Power”)
respectfully requests that the FCC grant an extension of seven (7) days to filc a Reply to
Complainants’ Opposition to the Petition for Reconsideration in this proceeding.

l. Gulf Power’s current deadline to submit its reply is Wednesday, August 6,2003. The

requested seven (7) day extension would move the deadline to Wednesday, August 13, 2003.

2. Good cause exists for granting this request for a seven (7) day extension. Two of

GulfPower’s lawyers in this procecding have previously-scheduled vacations which would not atlow

proper preparation of a reply to the arguments and issues raised in Complainants’ Opposition to the
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Petition for Reconsideration. Further, other counsel for Gulf Power has scheduling conflicts which
would interfere with proper preparation of a reply.

3. Absent an extension of time, Gulf Power will not be able to properly reply to
Complainants’ Opposition.

4. Counsel for Gulf Power has consulted with counsel for Complainants regarding the
extension. Complainants do not oppose the requested seven (7) day extension. Furthermore, neither
the public nor any party to this proceeding will be prejudiced by the requested extension.

WHEREFORE, Gulf Power respectfully requests that the FCC enter an Order extending the
deadline to file a Reply to Complainants’ Opposition to the Petition for Reconsideration unti]

Wednesday, August 13, 2003.

Respectfully submitted,

%1 G @ Lc\,mftu

J. Russell Campbell

Eric B. Langley

Jennifer M. Buettner

BALCH & BINGHAM LLP
1710 Sixth Avenue North
Birmingham, Alabama 35203
(205) 251-8100

Fax: (205) 226-8798
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Ralph A. Peterson

BEGGS & LANE, LLP

501 Commendencia Street
Pensacola, Florida 32591
(850) 432-2451

Fax: (850) 469-3330
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I certify that the foregoing document was served upon the following by United States mail,

on this the ﬂ-Si‘ day of August, 2003:

Paul Glist

J.D. Thomas

Brian M. Josef

COLE, RAYWID & BRAVERMAN
1919 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Suite 200

Washington, D.C. 20006

David H. Solomon
Chief, Enforcement Bureau

Federal Communications Commission
445 12" Street, S.W.
Washington, D.C. 20554

Linda Blair

Deputy Bureau Chief

Federal Communications Commission
445 12" Street, S.W.

Washington, D.C. 20554

Alex Star

Chicf, Market Disputes Resolution Division

Federal Communications Commission
445 12™ Street, S.W.
Washington, D.C. 20554
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Lisa B. Griffin

Deputy Chief, Market Disputes Resolution Division
Federal Communications Commission
445 12" Street, S.W.

Washington, D.C. 20554

Director, Division of Records and Reporting
Florida Public Service Commission

2540 Shumard Oak Blvd.

Tallahassee, Florida 32399-085( -

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
Docket Room [ A-209

888 First Street, N.E.
Washington, D.C. 20426
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